20030718.ba v03_n515.bam.20030718

>From ???@??? Fri Jul 18 13:35:48 2003 -0500
Message-Id: <200307181835.h6IIZAIv025725@sco.theporch.com>
Date: Fri, 18 Jul 2003 13:34:47 CDT
From: Old Tube Radios <boatanchors@theporch.com>
To: Old Tube Radios <boatanchors@theporch.com>
Subject: BOATANCHORS digest 3515

			    BOATANCHORS Digest 3515

Topics covered in this issue include:

  1) Novice Ranger I
	by "Nick England" <nick@3rdtech.com>
  2) "Archaic" AM
	by David Stinson <arc5@ix.netcom.com>
  3) Re: AM Bandwidth Limitation
	by "Arden Allen" <gumbear@pacbell.net>
  4) Re: AM Bandwidth Limitation
	by Bob Roehrig <broehrig@aurora.edu>
  5) Re: "Archaic" AM
	by wb3fau@att.net
  6) Re: AM Bandwidth Limitation
	by "Grant Youngman" <nq5t@comcast.net>
  7) Re: AM Bandwidth Limitation
	by wsno19@mindspring.com
  8) Re: AM Bandwidth Limitation
	by Steve Berg <wa9jml@tbc.net>
  9) Re: AM Bandwidth Limitation
	by "Paul Christensen, Esq." <w9ac@arrl.net>
 10) AM
	by "Smith" <smithab11@comcast.net>
 11) Re: AM
	by "Ken Hickman" <n5cm@rtconline.com>
 12) Hy-Gain Mobile Antenna Model 276 - info wanted
	by John Dilks - K2TQN <oldradio@worldnet.att.net>
 13) seeking carborundum load resistor
	by Joe LeKostaj <jm_lekostaj@attglobal.net>
 14) Fwd: [Drake] New Drake Cabs for sale
	by Kim Herron <kherron@voyager.net>
 15) Re: Changes at WWV
	by "Don Davis" <dxguy@earthlink.net>
 16) wide AM on 29mhz+
	by "Marty's Refl. Drop" <polepeeg@aa4rm.ba-watch.org>
 17) Eldico TR1-TV
	by "Tom Smith" <tsmith@hal-pc.org>
 18) Re: Eldico TR1-TV
	by john <johnmb@nc.rr.com>
 19) Ships on the air
	by "Robert G. Flory" <RobandPJ@compuserve.com>
 20) Cleaning the Covers of Old Manuals
	by AA5QT@aol.com
 21) Re: Cleaning the Covers of Old Manuals
	by Joe LeKostaj <jm_lekostaj@attglobal.net>
 22) Re: Cleaning the Covers of Old Manuals
	by John Shriver <jshriver@sockeye.com>
 23) Re: Cleaning the Covers of Old Manuals
	by Al Klase <skywaves@bw.webex.net>

----------------------------------------------------------------------
Message-ID: <02f501c34a1c$8c12d510$fd0212ac@3rdtech.com>
From: "Nick England" <nick@3rdtech.com>
To: Old Tube Radios <boatanchors@theporch.com>
Subject: Novice Ranger I
Date: Mon, 14 Jul 2003 11:28:16 -0400
MIME-Version: 1.0
Content-Type: text/plain;
	charset="iso-8859-1"
Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

Here's an interesting rig I picked up a few years ago and just recently got
around to working on.
http://www.3rdtech.com/nick/ham/ranger.htm
This Johnson Ranger I was modified for use by novices in a club. The
modulator and speech amp were completely removed - I mean no component or
bit of wire that had anything to do with AF was left inside! And the final
was converted to a 2E26 running off the LV supply taps on the power
trancformer - it also appears to have a 400 ohm resistor in the cathode
circuit which is bound to reduce output a bit. Haven't quite figured out why
the extra doorknob caps were added to the output circuitry. Any ideas?
--------------------------
73 & Have Fun,
Nick KD4CPL

------------------------------
Message-ID: <3F12D400.11D84D26@ix.netcom.com>
Date: Mon, 14 Jul 2003 11:02:08 -0500
From: David Stinson <arc5@ix.netcom.com>
MIME-Version: 1.0
To: Old Tube Radios <boatanchors@theporch.com>
Subject: "Archaic" AM
Content-Type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii
Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

I wish I could remind all those ninnys calling AM an "archaic"
mode that SSB has been around about, oh, seventy five years.
Shall we also do away with CW and RTTY just because
they meet an arbitrary age limit spewed forth
by some emotional boob with nothing better to do
than grind his personal axe?  What a childish argument.

------------------------------
Message-ID: <00ad01c34a27$7da63390$52e47443@KB6NAX>
From: "Arden Allen" <gumbear@pacbell.net>
To: Old Tube Radios <boatanchors@theporch.com>
Subject: Re: AM Bandwidth Limitation
Date: Mon, 14 Jul 2003 09:46:28 -0700
MIME-Version: 1.0
Content-Type: text/plain;
	charset="Windows-1252"
Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

Paul sez:

> ........There are a few ops  who are
> definitely excessively wide- say close  to 10 kc.  An AM broadcast station
> [except- clear channnel]  are limited to 5 kc.  The   proposal of  a limit
of
> 5.6kc is  acceptable.  Keeping the  distortion products  to a minimum is
the
> real key- high quality audio.

I've found it to be a bit of a bore for audiophoolishness to invade the
amateur frequencies.  It reminds me of Navy bootcamp where for a few long
days we practiced polishing our shoes and belt buckles to their temporay
splendor just to find out that nobody really gave a damn after showing our
work off.  AM broadcast startions have been cheating by using preemphasis to
increase their apparent fidelity without increasing their bandwidth.  Some
are allowed slightly extended bandwidth for the same reason.  Frankly, it
doesn't make a bit of difference to me and only makes it necessary to turn
the treble down a bit on my ancient monophonic hi-fi setup in my office.
Considering what the AM band has to offer in the way of music programming
it's a cause without a purpose, IMO.

Who the hell wants to hear the gutteral sounds of wheezy old timers as they
endlessly ramble on through a mound of phegm about their wonderful "AM
sound" stations?

Arden Allen
KB6NAX
Vallejo, CA 94590
gumbear@pacbell.net



------------------------------
Date: Mon, 14 Jul 2003 12:27:21 -0500 (CDT)
From: Bob Roehrig <broehrig@aurora.edu>
To: Old Tube Radios <boatanchors@theporch.com>
cc: Old Tube Radios <boatanchors@theporch.com>
Subject: Re: AM Bandwidth Limitation
Message-ID: <Pine.OSF.4.55.0307141225370.153751@mail.aurora.edu>
MIME-Version: 1.0
Content-Type: TEXT/PLAIN; charset=US-ASCII

On Mon, 14 Jul 2003, Arden Allen wrote:

> AM broadcast startions have been cheating by using preemphasis to
> increase their apparent fidelity without increasing their bandwidth.

One of the worse stations in Chicago is WBBM 780. It is so over-processed,
harsh, hi-boosted, it gets really annoying to listen to for more than a
few minutes.


                              Bob Roehrig
                    Aurora University Telecom/IS dept.
                    broehrig@aurora.edu    73 de K9EUI
                    630-844-4898      fax 630-844-4222

------------------------------
Message-Id: <200307141758.h6EHwiIv007815@sco.theporch.com>
From: wb3fau@att.net
To: Old Tube Radios <boatanchors@theporch.com>
Cc: David Stinson <arc5@ix.netcom.com>,
        Old Tube Radios <boatanchors@theporch.com>
Subject: Re: "Archaic" AM
Date: Mon, 14 Jul 2003 17:58:37 +0000

Thank you David!
> I wish I could remind all those ninnys calling AM an "archaic"
> mode that SSB has been around about, oh, seventy five years.
> Shall we also do away with CW and RTTY just because
> they meet an arbitrary age limit spewed forth
> by some emotional boob with nothing better to do
> than grind his personal axe?  What a childish argument.
> 

------------------------------
From: "Grant Youngman" <nq5t@comcast.net>
To: Old Tube Radios <boatanchors@theporch.com>
Date: Mon, 14 Jul 2003 14:30:26 -0500
MIME-Version: 1.0
Subject: Re: AM Bandwidth Limitation
Message-ID: <3F12BE82.32581.B2343E9@localhost>
Content-type: text/plain; charset=US-ASCII
Content-transfer-encoding: 7BIT
Content-description: Mail message body

> Who the hell wants to hear the gutteral sounds of wheezy old timers as
> they endlessly ramble on through a mound of phegm about their
> wonderful "AM sound" stations?

I agree, that 10-12Khz wide signals are not in keeping with the spirit 
of the Rules and is extreme.  On the other hand ...

Who the hell wants to listen to the phone portion of the bands 
littered with automatic voice keyers, screaching through 2.1 Khz 
mechanical filters and Heil HC-4 elements overprocessed into 
something barely recognizable as "audio" and then into overdriven 
amplifiers?  Who wants to listen to wideband key clicks and phase 
noise hash in the CW bands? Who wants to listen to SSTV warble, 
or traffic nets that tie up perfectly good frequencies that we could 
use for other purposes?   Who wants to listen to "swing" in the CW 
portion of the bands caused by old guys using bugs, when everyone 
knows that a solid state keyer (keyboard of course)  with timing 
phase locked to WWV, is so much more .. uh ..well  mechanical, 
and you can't get one of those automatic CW software programs to 
copy a bug fist very well -- which just makes CW hard.

Surely even the old geezers, phlegm and all, have the same rights 
everyone else does here.  And why make a KWS-1 or CE-100V or 
HT-37 technically  illegal to operate stock because a small number 
of guys who can't see beyond the end of their narrow little noses 
have decided that their personal estimate of what consitutes 
"acceptable bandwidth"  should become the defacto standard for 
the rest of us?   ...for the most part, because their tuning knobs 
have been in the same place so long they have forgotten they aren't 
crystal controlled or that God and the FCC hasn't bequethed them 
the inalienable right to a chosen clear spot.

Whatever it is that one doesn't personally like about ham radio, the 
beauty of it is that like SPAM -- one must only do the equivalent of 
hitting the delete key -- turn the friggin' knob.  There's a lot to like, 
and a bit not to like, but it isn't necessary to burn down the whole 
neighborhood because someone doesn't care for the particular 
shade of color of their neighbor's awning.

So what if an incredibly small number of guys want to experiment 
with actually making an SSB signal sound good!?  And why not?  
There are a lot of SSB signals around (maybe most)  that could 
benefit from attention to a little more than how far the "processor" 
can be cranked up ..

Grant/NQ5T

------------------------------
Message-ID: <2352536.1058211726664.JavaMail.nobody@wamui05.slb.atl.earthlink.net>
Date: Mon, 14 Jul 2003 15:41:59 -0400 (EDT)
From: wsno19@mindspring.com
To: Old Tube Radios <boatanchors@theporch.com>
Subject: Re: AM Bandwidth Limitation
Cc: boatanchors@theporch.com
Mime-Version: 1.0
Content-Type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii
Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

Hear..Hear! Eloquently put! TG
-------Original Message-------
From: Grant Youngman <nq5t@comcast.net>
Sent: 07/14/03 03:30 PM
To: Old Tube Radios <boatanchors@theporch.com>
Subject: Re: AM Bandwidth Limitation

> 
> > Who the hell wants to hear the gutteral sounds of wheezy old timers as
> they endlessly ramble on through a mound of phegm about their
> wonderful "AM sound" stations?

I agree, that 10-12Khz wide signals are not in keeping with the spirit 
of the Rules and is extreme.  On the other hand ...

Who the hell wants to listen to the phone portion of the bands 
littered with automatic voice keyers, screaching through 2.1 Khz 
mechanical filters and Heil HC-4 elements overprocessed into 
something barely recognizable as "audio" and then into overdriven 
amplifiers?  Who wants to listen to wideband key clicks and phase 
noise hash in the CW bands? Who wants to listen to SSTV warble, 
or traffic nets that tie up perfectly good frequencies that we could 
use for other purposes?   Who wants to listen to "swing" in the CW 
portion of the bands caused by old guys using bugs, when everyone 
knows that a solid state keyer (keyboard of course)  with timing 
phase locked to WWV, is so much more .. uh ..well  mechanical, 
and you can't get one of those automatic CW software programs to 
copy a bug fist very well -- which just makes CW hard.

Surely even the old geezers, phlegm and all, have the same rights 
everyone else does here.  And why make a KWS-1 or CE-100V or 
HT-37 technically  illegal to operate stock because a small number 
of guys who can't see beyond the end of their narrow little noses 
have decided that their personal estimate of what consitutes 
"acceptable bandwidth"  should become the defacto standard for 
the rest of us?   ...for the most part, because their tuning knobs 
have been in the same place so long they have forgotten they aren't 
crystal controlled or that God and the FCC hasn't bequethed them 
the inalienable right to a chosen clear spot.

Whatever it is that one doesn't personally like about ham radio, the 
beauty of it is that like SPAM -- one must only do the equivalent of 
hitting the delete key -- turn the friggin' knob.  There's a lot to like, 
and a bit not to like, but it isn't necessary to burn down the whole 
neighborhood because someone doesn't care for the particular 
shade of color of their neighbor's awning.

So what if an incredibly small number of guys want to experiment 
with actually making an SSB signal sound good!?  And why not?  
There are a lot of SSB signals around (maybe most)  that could 
benefit from attention to a little more than how far the "processor" 
can be cranked up ..

Grant/NQ5T

> 

------------------------------
Message-ID: <3F1308EE.C58B5C0F@tbc.net>
Date: Mon, 14 Jul 2003 14:47:58 -0500
From: Steve Berg <wa9jml@tbc.net>
MIME-Version: 1.0
To: Old Tube Radios <boatanchors@theporch.com>
Cc: Old Tube Radios <boatanchors@theporch.com>
Subject: Re: AM Bandwidth Limitation
Content-Type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii
Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

I have QSOed with a bunch of the hifi ssb folks a number of times.  They
thought that my National NCX-5 with its Shure 444 mic, and the Gonset
GSB-100 with its D-104 sounded great.  They did notice some frequency
drift on the latter.  Fortunately, I get great reports from the Gonset
after running it through a P&H 6-150 transverter on 6 meters.  There,
most contacts are of such short duration (to prevent the neighbors from
heating up the torches and tar, and collecting feathers) that the drift
is not a problem.  I have not noticed very many of the hifi ssb stations
on the air.  I have not tuned in any of the AM stations, at all.  It
would seem that there is plenty of bandwidth available for these people
to experiment a bit without causing all that much hassle to the rest of
us.  We do put up with contests, California kilowatts, and the rest, so
a few people playing with microphones and equalizers should hardly be
noticeable.

73,

Steve WA9JML

------------------------------
Message-ID: <010601c34a44$e1b6f000$6401a8c0@se1.client2.attbi.com>
From: "Paul Christensen, Esq." <w9ac@arrl.net>
To: Old Tube Radios <boatanchors@theporch.com>
Subject: Re: AM Bandwidth Limitation
Date: Mon, 14 Jul 2003 16:16:59 -0400
MIME-Version: 1.0
Content-Type: text/plain;
	charset="iso-8859-1"
Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

> So what if an incredibly small number of guys want to experiment
> with actually making an SSB signal sound good!?  And why not?

And is a controlled AM or Hi-Fi SSB net on one frequency any less
considerate toward the follow operator than say....a  large group of
operators who assemble together under the auspices and consent of the ARRL
on the weekends with no redeeming value whatsoever but to exchange QSOs
under high-power conditions which renders all communications on non-WARC HF
bands completely useless?

We call that activity "contesting."

73,

-Paul, W9AC

------------------------------
Message-ID: <001f01c34a49$cf379420$daf22144@dover01.de.comcast.net>
From: "Smith" <smithab11@comcast.net>
To: Old Tube Radios <boatanchors@theporch.com>
Subject: AM
Date: Mon, 14 Jul 2003 16:52:16 -0400
MIME-Version: 1.0
Content-Type: text/plain;
	charset="iso-8859-1"
Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

I always thought SSB was an AM mode.

Breck  K4CHE Dover, Delaware,
annt nutten in Dover, except chickens, a NASCAR track and hams that cant solder.
But the beach is close!

------------------------------
Message-ID: <002001c34a4c$65280f80$414e9844@dell4100>
From: "Ken Hickman" <n5cm@rtconline.com>
To: Old Tube Radios <boatanchors@theporch.com>
Subject: Re: AM
Date: Mon, 14 Jul 2003 16:10:42 -0500
MIME-Version: 1.0
Content-Type: text/plain;
	charset="iso-8859-1"
Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

Hi Breck & Gang,

The "Single Sideband Supessed Carrier" (That is what it was originally
called) is
an AM signal after much "surgery"....
The Sideband Generator circuit starts off with a bona-fide AM signal,
balances
out the carrier and either phases out or filters out the unwanted sideband !
So, without another method of generating single sideband signals, you and I
are stuck with an AM signal to start with before surgery!
Smoke that in your pipe!

Ken....N5CM....NNN0FKQ....

From: "Smith" <smithab11@comcast.net>
To: "Old Tube Radios" <boatanchors@theporch.com>
Sent: Monday, July 14, 2003 3:52 PM
Subject: AM


> I always thought SSB was an AM mode.
>
> Breck  K4CHE Dover, Delaware,
> annt nutten in Dover, except chickens, a NASCAR track and hams that cant
solder.
> But the beach is close!
>

------------------------------
Message-Id: <5.1.1.6.0.20030714202808.0277a960@postoffice.worldnet.att.net>
Date: Mon, 14 Jul 2003 20:58:19 -0400
To: Old Tube Radios <boatanchors@theporch.com>
From: John Dilks - K2TQN <oldradio@worldnet.att.net>
Subject: Hy-Gain Mobile Antenna Model 276 - info wanted
Mime-Version: 1.0
Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"; format=flowed


Hi Gang,

I picked up an older, but in good condition, Hy-Gain Mobile Antenna model 276.

I need info on it.  What band does it cover?

It is in two 5' sections, the bottom is about 3/4" diameter and looks like 
a long coil.  It's fiberglass.

The top section is a 5' whip.

Thanks & 73' John, K2TQN

------------------------------
Mime-Version: 1.0
Message-Id: <p05010403bb39c3e116f7@[192.168.1.4]>
Date: Tue, 15 Jul 2003 10:03:00 -0500
To: Old Tube Radios <boatanchors@theporch.com>
From: Joe LeKostaj <jm_lekostaj@attglobal.net>
Subject: seeking carborundum load resistor
Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii" ; format="flowed"

Hiya. Has anyone here got one or more non-inductive carborundum 
resistors available for sale that can be lashed up to make a 150 ohm 
100W load?  Combinations of 50 ohm, 100, 300, or even 600 ohm 
resistors would be suitable. Please contact me off-list.

Tnx & 73,
Joe K9LY

------------------------------
Message-Id: <5.2.0.9.2.20030716134957.00a12360@mail.voyager.net>
Date: Wed, 16 Jul 2003 13:53:11 -0400
To: Old Tube Radios <boatanchors@theporch.com>
From: Kim Herron <kherron@voyager.net>
Subject: Fwd: [Drake] New Drake Cabs for sale
Mime-Version: 1.0
Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"; format=flowed


>Hi Boys and Girls!!
>
>     I need to move some stuff so here's your chance.  What doesn't go 
> away here
>will get posted elsewhere or auctioned.  I have two new cabinets and a 
>just refinished one.
>Here's the list:
>
>1.      NEW 2-AS/AQ/BS/BQ cabinet, for 2-A/B speaker or Q-multiplier
>I bought this several years back and ended up not using it.
>It's still in its plastic bag from drake with the part number.  $70.00 
>shipped.
>
>2.      NEW TR-7/R-7/A cabinet.  I bought an extra in case I needed 
>another one.
>Still in its original plastic bag from Drake.  This is the later cabinet, 
>not the sticky painted one.
>$60.00 shihpped.
>
>3.      REFINISHED SW-4A cabinet.  This just came back from Hartzell less 
>that 60 days ago.  It's been installed
>on the radio, which took a dump again.  Tired of fixing the radio so the 
>cabinet is for sale.  I believe that it will also
>fit an SPR-4.  $75.00 shipped.
>
>         You can pay for this direct with a credit card to me and I'll run 
> it through my business here.  You can call me
>at the number below, or fax the info to 616-677-3226 (I need card number, 
>expiration date, your name and address, etc).
>PLEASE DON"T send that info in an e-mail, unless you want the whole world 
>using your card.  I can take Paypal, but
>you'll need to add an extra $2.00 to the prices because they are twice as 
>high as my bank on charges.  You can also
>send me a check or MO, it just takes longer to get the gear to you.
>
>      Thanks for reading the mail!!
>
>Thanks!!
>
>Kim Herron
>1-616-677-3706
>_______________________________________________
>Drake mailing list
>Drake@mailman.qth.net
>http://mailman.qth.net/mailman/listinfo/drake
>
>_____________________________________________________
>This message scanned for viruses by CoreComm

Thanks!!

Kim Herron
1-616-677-3706 

------------------------------
Message-ID: <02b001c34c39$bd8d3260$39ccb3d1@hppav>
From: "Don Davis" <dxguy@earthlink.net>
To: Old Tube Radios <boatanchors@theporch.com>
Subject: Re: Changes at WWV
Date: Thu, 17 Jul 2003 01:02:15 -0700
MIME-Version: 1.0
Content-Type: text/plain;
	charset="iso-8859-1"
Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

This is the funniest radio I've heard in years!

73s  

Don   AD6PB


----- Original Message ----- 
From: "Dave Hollander" <n7rk@cox.net>

> Changes at WWV
> 
> http://www.mindspring.com/~lownoise/wwv.html
> 

------------------------------
Date: Thu, 17 Jul 2003 17:35:26 -0400 (EDT)
From: "Marty's Refl. Drop" <polepeeg@aa4rm.ba-watch.org>
Message-Id: <200307172135.RAA13392@aa4rm.ba-watch.org>
To: Old Tube Radios <boatanchors@theporch.com>
Subject: wide AM on 29mhz+


Any commercial xcvr.s in the present or recent past that were built
to this service?

IC-706 receives WFM there, but no steenking xmt.

------------------------------
Message-ID: <008201c34ce5$6e9b5040$4780b4ce@tsmith>
From: "Tom Smith" <tsmith@hal-pc.org>
To: Old Tube Radios <boatanchors@theporch.com>
Subject: Eldico TR1-TV
Date: Thu, 17 Jul 2003 21:31:17 -0700
MIME-Version: 1.0
Content-Type: multipart/alternative;
	boundary="----=_NextPart_000_007F_01C34CAA.C1916B30"

This is a multi-part message in MIME format.

------=_NextPart_000_007F_01C34CAA.C1916B30
Content-Type: text/plain;
	charset="iso-8859-1"
Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

Does anyone have any poop on the Eldico TR1-TV transmitter, such as =
power supply or modulator schematics. I have a basket case RF deck =
coming with enough data to get back together but would like to build the =
rest of the rig as originally designed. Reproduction costs plus some for =
your time gladly funded.

Any help greatly appreciated,

Tom  N5AMA
------=_NextPart_000_007F_01C34CAA.C1916B30
Content-Type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii
Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *
*         ---REMAINDER OF MESSAGE TRUNCATED---            *
*     This post contains a forbidden message format       *
*  (such as an attached file, a v-card, HTML formatting)  *
*    Mail Lists at theporch.com only accept PLAIN TEXT    *
* If your postings display this message your mail program *
* is not set to send PLAIN TEXT ONLY and needs adjusting  *
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *

------=_NextPart_000_007F_01C34CAA.C1916B30--

------------------------------
Message-Id: <3.0.3.32.20030718064004.0270ca38@pop-server.nc.rr.com>
Date: Fri, 18 Jul 2003 06:40:04 -0400
To: Old Tube Radios <boatanchors@theporch.com>
From: john <johnmb@nc.rr.com>
Subject: Re: Eldico TR1-TV
Mime-Version: 1.0
Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"

Hi Tom,
Saw that on Ebay, and saw you were interested in it... looks like it was in
great shape (begs the question....then why take it apart?!?!?). Hope you're
able
to find the rest of it 
73
John K5MO


At 09:31 PM 7/17/03 -0700, Tom Smith wrote:
>
>Does anyone have any poop on the Eldico TR1-TV transmitter, such as power
supply or modulator schematics. I have a basket case RF deck coming with
enough data to get back together but would like to build the rest of the
rig as originally designed. Reproduction costs plus some for your time
gladly funded.
>
>Any help greatly appreciated,
>
>Tom  N5AMA
>
>---
>
>Checked by AVG anti-virus system (http://www.grisoft.com).
>Version: 6.0.497 / Virus Database: 296 - Release Date: 7/4/03
>

------------------------------
Date: Fri, 18 Jul 2003 10:10:42 -0400
From: "Robert G. Flory" <RobandPJ@compuserve.com>
Subject: Ships on the air
To: Old Tube Radios <boatanchors@theporch.com>
Message-ID: <200307181010_MC3-1-42E1-4445@compuserve.com>
MIME-Version: 1.0
Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable
Content-Type: text/plain;
	 charset=ISO-8859-1
Content-Disposition: inline

Hello,
This weekend is the Museum Ships event.  Over 70 ships are scheduled to b=
e
on.  I will be on with a US Navy RBC receiver and ham transmitter from th=
e
former RCA laboratory in Princeton, NJ for  a public event, showing how
"e-mails" were received back in WWII.  I'll be on 40 and 20 CW.  =


http://www.qsl.net/ww2dd/event.html  for more information.

73, Rob Flory K2WI

------------------------------
From: AA5QT@aol.com
Message-ID: <1d7.dc15ff7.2c496879@aol.com>
Date: Fri, 18 Jul 2003 11:12:57 EDT
Subject: Cleaning the Covers of Old Manuals
To: Old Tube Radios <boatanchors@theporch.com>
MIME-Version: 1.0
Content-Type: multipart/alternative; boundary="part1_1d7.dc15ff7.2c496879_boundary"


--part1_1d7.dc15ff7.2c496879_boundary
Content-Type: text/plain; charset="ISO-8859-1"
Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

Any suggestions on how to clean some of the dirty (fingerprints, dirt, flux,=
=20
etc.) covers of old boatanchor manuals?

Gary =A0K5QT

--part1_1d7.dc15ff7.2c496879_boundary
Content-Type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii
Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *
*         ---REMAINDER OF MESSAGE TRUNCATED---            *
*     This post contains a forbidden message format       *
*  (such as an attached file, a v-card, HTML formatting)  *
*    Mail Lists at theporch.com only accept PLAIN TEXT    *
* If your postings display this message your mail program *
* is not set to send PLAIN TEXT ONLY and needs adjusting  *
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *

--part1_1d7.dc15ff7.2c496879_boundary--

------------------------------
Mime-Version: 1.0
Message-Id: <p05010407bb3dcb619006@[192.168.1.4]>
Date: Fri, 18 Jul 2003 11:08:06 -0500
To: Old Tube Radios <boatanchors@theporch.com>
From: Joe LeKostaj <jm_lekostaj@attglobal.net>
Subject: Re: Cleaning the Covers of Old Manuals
Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii" ; format="flowed"

Gary,
Try an "art gum" eraser. Should be available at any office supply store.

73,
Joe K9LY


At 11:12 AM -0400 7/18/03, AA5QT@aol.com wrote:
>Any suggestions on how to clean some of the dirty (fingerprints, dirt, flux,
>etc.) covers of old boatanchor manuals?
>
>Gary  K5QT

------------------------------
Message-ID: <3F183D0F.10304@sockeye.com>
Date: Fri, 18 Jul 2003 14:31:43 -0400
From: John Shriver <jshriver@sockeye.com>
MIME-Version: 1.0
To: Old Tube Radios <boatanchors@theporch.com>
CC: Old Tube Radios <boatanchors@theporch.com>
Subject: Re: Cleaning the Covers of Old Manuals
Content-Type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii; format=flowed
Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

AA5QT@aol.com wrote:
 >
 > Any suggestions on how to clean some of the dirty (fingerprints, 
dirt, > flux, etc.) covers of old boatanchor manuals?
 >
 > Gary K5QT

Depends on the paper, depends on the dirt.

A good art gum eraser might do the trick.  Or a draftsman's dry cleaning 
pad, which is a bag of eraser crumbs.  But only on matt paper.

Solvents may be as interested in the dyes in the paper (or the ink) as 
the dirt.  Naptha (lighter fluid) is one of the substances conservators 
use to get off scotch tape residue.  But any solvent strong enough to 
get off dirt could just as well remove what you want to leave -- test in 
an inconspicuous spot first.  Also, the paper will be really mushy when 
wet with any solvent, and subject to damage.

I've had some success with isopropyl alchol on magic markers on blue 
Tektronix osciliscope manual covers.  But these are unusual for having a
"plastic" layer on top.

(Obviously, don't blow yourself up with naptha.)

------------------------------
Message-ID: <3F183F09.9050400@bw.webex.net>
Date: Fri, 18 Jul 2003 14:40:09 -0400
From: Al Klase <skywaves@bw.webex.net>
MIME-Version: 1.0
To: Old Tube Radios <boatanchors@theporch.com>
CC: Old Tube Radios <boatanchors@theporch.com>
Subject: Re: Cleaning the Covers of Old Manuals
Content-Type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii; format=flowed
Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

Or a Deitzgen "Scumex" if you can find one amongst vintage 
drafting supplies.  That's basically a sock full of art 
eraser crumbs.

Al

Joe LeKostaj wrote:
> Gary,
> Try an "art gum" eraser. Should be available at any office supply store.
> 



-- 
Al Klase - N3FRQ
skywaves@bw.webex.net
Flemington, NJ 08822
Web Page:  http://www.webex.net/~skywaves/home.htm

------------------------------
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